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2.1. VANNITUAIAANG
wziSarentvdesriinuaugensnu (non-Hodgkin’s Lymphoma; NHL) 10u 1 Tu 10 vesuzisa

nuvesluaulve wazdu 1 Tu 10 vewzsiiluamgeinisdedintuaulng lngluszeziian 5



U nugUaslspugiswontnmiowdia NHL §1u3und1 19,000 518 Ineddnsguiinisaiuiueny (age-

9 3

standardized incidence rate) luwawe 7.4 douaulszynsyedel 1dns1gUanisalusueny (age-

9

standardized incidence rate) Tutnandjs 5.6 Aouaulszynsudgewot uazlonsin1sdetinegil
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3.4 siouauuszynsned’ doyavin Thai Lymphoma Study Group Wuin ugisesiantviesuin
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Diffuse large B-cell lymphoma (DLBCL) iunzi§ssiounnmdewiin NHL finulseniign Aot
Yovay 58 veeuziSerouuvdsdulssinalne? audsusisroutund esyia Follicular
lymphoma (FL) wazuzsenouy i oawia Extranodal Mucosa-Associated lymphoid Tissue
associated lymphoma (EMALT) fi¥ovay 5.6 way 5.2 ANUAIRU

sziSsoutiindesia DLBCL Wunpiwionhimdoswiadifinsdniulsniiyuuss Tnefdns
Mssendini 5 Yvessvrnslulsumalneegifesas 48.87 in3esilefildlunisneinsallsaidy
mmgmiuﬂ%gﬁ’u 1aA The International Prognostic Index (IP1), Revised IPI (R-IPI), waz National
Comprehensive Cancer Network IPI (NCCN-IPI)® Tnansimunszezveslsadund dunaaiild
wernsellsaluaIosdens 3 wia fufu nsldmaluladfivieUssifiusveraedsaldodouiug awd
drutglunisneinsallsalaznsneiaunsinwlanvu

NM13M529U 521U o203l IALAYN1TNDUAUDIRBN1TINYIAE Positron Emission Tomography-
Computed Tomography (PET-CT) im313al ue (accuracy) 840717 W aeutunisnsiadae
Computed Tomography (CT) Im8LawwﬂumL%ﬁ@iauﬁﬂmﬁaaﬁﬁmiﬁ%ﬁﬂiﬂgmm waziinsnAdy
[18F]fluorodeoxyglucose (FDG) ﬁqjﬁ Wy DLBCLY 1199971nn1350593d38 CT scan vunisusziiu
nmadsuulanuaarsuiseagadvinty TuvensdifwadiimaAsuuasnely uidlad
MsasuuUasgUseeEstalu vinlinnsasafeinies PET-CT scan fanuusiuginilendinis
Uszidiue CT scan’

Tuiligtu Mammadssdussezuaznimeuauasensinuuziwoutivdessiin DLBCL Fae
\wee PET-CT Iésunsussglunuamenssnuiisluiasisussmas® losmndumsanaiifany
19 (sensitivity) Wagii AU NLN1Y (specificity) ﬁ'qqmﬁmimmﬁw CT scan® 91AN15A N1
Wisuifisunisnsiaseslsadilunszgn senineannansiafieiades PET-CT scan fUNNSATI9IENS
dntuiofilunsean wut mnsiade PET-CT fanuuslusiogiisosay 98.5 arilafenas 94 uax
ANUTUNZSoUaE 100 TummzﬁmmhLLazm'}mi”]wazsuaqmimaaéhﬁﬂ'ﬁéfw‘éjwﬁaﬁlmmz@ﬂagjﬁ
$o8ay 40 wazsovaz 100 muaaut

M37TIELASeY PET-CT scan ldunisussdilugaansusslemivessyuundnuseiuguniw
funiilu 2 Teudld laun msuseliussezveslsaugiSwenviawadliidn (Non-Small Cell Lung
Cancer: NSCLO) wagnsuszifiuszezlsasugunazUseiiunsnevaunssenindienaividauas
Mé’ﬂ?:uqmmi%’ﬂmﬁm%’uQ’ﬂaa‘lmmL%ﬁ@iauﬁgﬂmﬁawﬁmaamﬁﬁu (HL' weigslaifin1sussgnisnsaa
Uspifiuszoruagnanouaussienisinsadlsausdsouiiniosida DLBCL #e PET-CT Tusp
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Ansusylov ogelsfmu manmadsudiussszuagnsneuaussienisinwdae PET-CT 4 165y
N15UsTPItUgRaNsUseleviveadnsaTafinisNsinwINeIUIatnsIvn1s MUUTENIASAIIAIUINNG
asaguitelidmiumadndieafnvimeunaluaouneIunareanesIuns O we. 256212
3l PET-CT lunmsmsiadssidiussezvedlsauasnaneuauoswonisinyilsausSeeiindes
¥iin DLBCL a8lanunsnaununissnuldududunndu sdaslsiniy ludaquudsldnunis
Uspidlunnuduamaasugmanivesniinga PET-CT lunsi§sdeuiindosia DLBCL Tutszma
e Fadu uAdeifaliingusrasdiiosefiunuduamaasugamand Tinsevinansenudiu
quiszana wazAnwanudululdlunisufifivenisnsralseliussusuasn1snouauenans
Snuw1vesuzSadontindesuidn DLBCL #en1ld PET-CT scan lugndnsdszlovivosszuy

nanUseiuguAIneunin

2.2. nQUszaed
iWeUszillumnududmaasugmansuazanuduldlel (feasibility) veamsnsaussiiiuszey
LarnsnevEUDIfensnwIveslsAuz et A piuin DLBCL #rewa3es PET-CT scan lnedl
fmUszasdiangsadl
1) Lﬁ'aﬂﬁzLﬁuﬁunuassaﬂiﬂmﬁ (cost-utility analysis) ¥04n1519 PET-CT Tun15m533
Ussilluszezuaznsnovaussiensinuvedlsauzdsieutinmdeswia DLBCL
2) ileUssiiunansenudusuUseana (budget impact analysis) 98901504 PET-CT Tuns
asaUszilusTzLaznInoUALBIienSnvatlsANT S e W wia DLBCL
3) ednwAnudulUldlunsufod (feasibility analysis) YBINITUTIYNITNTIA PET-CT
dmsunisnTalsziusresuasnisnavaussien s nwvedlsanz S srentndswdn

DLBCL Tuyn@vsuselevivesssuunanuseiuauainaiumin
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2.3.1.dayaszuiadnenvadlsausioutiimaasyiia DLBCL
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Jayavinasrniseunsielan (World Health Organization; WHO) Tudl w.e. 2563 nuinlsaugiSe
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AOUUILNADIVHA NHL :ﬁqﬁ’amﬁajﬂmﬁ@ﬂ,sﬂLLasé’mwmsLﬁa%ﬁmwﬂaﬂqaLﬁua"wéﬁ’uﬁ 11 1nUzL54
nnedia auAnsalnisiinlsauzissmentmdesiin NHL iiaTulszunasesay 87 vasgUfnisalnis
a & % - o) 13 & K - a - \ - &
LAALSANLLS 99 BUUMA DININUA L LasustSIsauU YA a9l NHL inulssAalsauss s oy
YIandvisn DLBCL

Toyaszu1nine1vedlsauziisonumdesyia DLBCL luussmeaansgowsnimuin Tul w.a.
2558-2562 flguinisalvadlsa 5.6 esanaulseyInsdel 8nsIN1sidedin 1.8 enalaulsssng
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dmivuszmalnelud we. 2563 TgUinsainiaiinlsn 6.4 sedenaulszvngsiel dadu
FUreselvsiduan 7,087 518 1uuzsinudesdduil 5 lumanednduiesas 53 vesUae
Tsruzifeoutvdesiinuousendiu uardammaideTin 3.4 seseuszang 100,000 T1esed!
Faguit 1istiussmelnglaifinsmenusuuitslseusSeieuniudosnin DLBCL Jeusrananis
JUhelutsemealngainnisfineives Intragumtornchai wavamy 2018 duAvdeyaguaelud na.
2550-2557 InlaameIuta 13 wis Mdssmdlng wuihnsiausiwiemiwdesia DLBCL Andy

Sovaz 58.1 voszSwonmiowlnuaugendnu Fwningtielsausisiantnmasaviin DLBCL

sreludlul w.d. 2563 wiiguiu 4,118 5182

Age-standardized (World) incidence rates per sex, top 10 cancers
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Age-standardized (World) incidence and mortality rates, top 10 cancers
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2.3.2. ARALATNEITEN VBN THENUNAEDeYTA DLBCL

wztSaenudnwiin B cell InnannsuUsiIfRaUnAserinansimun B cell Tussozsng 9

Yuodiu daugnuinen wugaans wazduyluilulvld (immunophenotype) vaawad

Y

a 4

uzifarontiindeswia B cell dawlngjifnfiszes serminal center Inga1afianvmunan nns
ﬂawaﬁuﬁ‘:maﬁuﬁdwaﬁq proto-oncogenes Wagdu tumor suppressor WUIEUIBUTEUMT DAY
20-40 va3r{UrelsAuzieraaiuvdesiin DLBCL fin1snanetusvosdud BCL6 uenaindniig
avanuaznslisfiduainmueaninfaunseuiindominuousendfu wu fuaeiane

Y v

ARANAUUNNTBUTTIAINNINTEAU T cell Uag B cell A1zfAnLde Epstein Barr virus DNA #1360



Weazgnaludeiluafeaves B cell wazidsuudainisiauniasyiivlnues B cell anighinige HIV
Wewnnsineazananuaunsavestad (host) Tunisdnnisiuwaduess nsldenagiilugiae
ﬁﬂqﬂd’mlmmz@ﬂL‘T]u{]ﬁaLﬁﬂﬂumiﬁmuwaamL%Wiamﬁwmﬁaq B cell ANS transformation Y84

< 1 no/ = a A 14 1 < | 95 = a 4 .
N5 INMAslindu o tALA UzlSImaNULNADIUS IO UTDINY marginal zone (MALT)
lymphoma ugi5adfinidenunyindulndeisesiaunsaunludgnisifiauzisaiouuimiasviin DLBCL
Uadedusdu 9 Miferfesiunmaiinuzsseninmiossiin B cell liun yanalunseunsafiusein
[~4 < 1 9; = EZN a wva &, @ 1 no’ & v a wa Y v a A
WunNzlIwauuIand HUBNUTIRUULZITINONUILARDY Qﬂwmﬂimmﬂsﬂmumimaiqama
Tasvenaiivndn nsdudaiuansedl Wy ddau vse eeiuual 1udu

é’ﬂwmwwﬂaﬁﬂsumi{ﬂamaagﬁ:ﬂwiiﬂmﬁﬂim{amﬁﬁmﬁawﬁm DLBCL lawn fdnauLiian
Usnnumanu e 1w du lunsegn weile n30T832A19 9 WAZULIEVUINBEITIAET BINTT
WA NUUTENDUMEY L1 1W90aNRaUNa9AY 89UAN kaztunan 991n15Mandisendn 81013
B symptom?®

lsAuziSenondvdesiin diffuse large B-cell lymphoma (DLBCL) uuatu 4 888 @13 Ann

Arbor staging classification 491157991 1 LLazg‘Uﬁ 2

A15197 1 nwaizseslsavadlsauziSaontnania DLBCL whazsees’

Sy UaLLReN

syegh 1 Hseelsainouuna L New LAY (single lymphatic region;
) 15950815ANDILILUTDNUNAUDNADUULVADINLIN TAULALD

(single extralymphatic organ %39 single extralymphatic site; IE)

~ ~ ! ° oAl H A 5% a )
SeaEN 2 fseglsnunnndt 1 dundsisesinimaedayseslsnagmuipeiiu
Y99nszUsa () 130 150815 L UTaNUNNEUBNFHBUULAFDY
=1 o 1 =1 1 -] = d‘ 1 g A 1 G 1 o
WAL ALITINA VLTS ANAN UL MEDININAINVSaWINAU 1

sl seslsnaginuiediureansedeay (IE)

Szeuil 3 fiseglsansieud ety seslsnagivaesnnuransydeau (I
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Seeedl 4 seglsniinisuninszanguendesiniissInnImIewiiu 1
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Stage IV

Stage lll

Stage | Stage ll

Localized disease; Two or more Two or more Widespread

single lymph node  lymph node lymph node disease; multiple

region or single regions on the regions above organs, with or

organ above the same side of and below the without lymph

diaphragm the diaphragm diaphragm node involvement
This illustration shows an example of the location of non-Hodgkin lymphoma in the body

for each stage

JUT 2 dnwaienisnszanenvesseslsalusseysing 4

2.3.3. wumnansinenlsauziSeieutinmieswda DLBCL luussmdlnguasansUsyma

wumenssnunlseusiSeanunraesia DLRCL Usznaulddrouuimislussduaina laun
National Comprehensive Cancer Network (NCCN) 0 @ .. 2022 European Society for Medical
Oncology (ESMO) T a.A. 20157 wazuuiniangdjufdmsunisidadouaziney lsauziiemon
divides TnvauauladsineusUssmelng 3 e, 25658

¥
a

UIN19 NCCN u,uzﬂ'lms%'nmQ’ﬂaﬂbﬂuzﬁmauﬂﬂmﬁawﬁﬂ DLBCL aussezvaalsalined

M3nsvidasereuduinwm®

namsesnedesfudmiuivaeildsunsitadedndu DLBCL mssmdanisnsiasnime
og1sazBealuuinniil node s3ufaUseiliu performance status wazensfiinUnAvesgiaes
A28 N3NNI URNT Laun N15m533 Complete blood count (CBC), N15#5339A serum
lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) Ineftaeiidideuluajsausuiidn LOH ge iugftheiinsihsyfinne
Tumor Lysis Syndrome (TLS) G'Zfaﬁmmai’ﬂLﬂué’aqmmi’mzﬁ’mmq%ﬂ Inuvafeu Weanosa
uAALg N kagn13YinuYedle LLuzﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂmimwmsaﬂL%@"La%’aﬁué’ﬂLawﬁ@ﬁluﬁﬂwﬁﬁmumi
Snwrdeengadlugnsfid anti-CD 20 monoclonal antibody Liesainiinmidsasienisiin HBY
reactivation uenani mnsnsinideietled nsindellasusnauried uaznisasaTnseiu
serum beta-2-microglobulin mﬂﬁﬂiﬂwuﬁluﬁﬂwmﬁw

MIATINIELATES PET-CT scan fimuddaylutiausnuesnsuseiiussezaes DLBCL 1ieanin
AMYeY PET-CT faeliifuszovvasdalsaiifouindn vien1sWadsuutamiaunuaidduls 3
LANANIIINAMYRI CT scan Aagifiunfissdnvagniesneninvosialsawindu dnns upstaging 194
Ts5A 91nM13M529%8 PET-CT Ussanas 9% a1nn1snsasianan

n13snwniadenusn (first-line therapy) dnsuginlsifnige HIVe




1. gUrglspuzisaondmdesyiin DLBCL Tussesil 1 wi3e svee?l 2 sniiussesil 2 11 extensive

mesenteric disease (Usgnousig multifocal disease wag bulky disease Aliausanesadle) 1A

NTUVUINVBITRELSA

1.1. 5o8l3ATIYUIALENNTT 7.5 WUAWAT WIITUITNWIRI8818AT RCHOP 9113U 3 50U

PMNUUATIV PET-CT scan 1iaUseiiiuszninanissne (interim restaging) 184n155n¥150U

1 3 mngtae Geasiinisaniiuluveslsa (progressive disease; PD) limauausisianisinw

a N aa [ (9 14 a o W Y] & 1 =3
%8W’°U'ﬁﬁﬂl,‘ﬂaEJ‘LJLL‘U@Q’Jﬁﬂ"IiiﬂHWI@EJbLlIG]@ﬂi@i‘ViLﬂiJU"IUWQUﬂizwQﬂi‘U‘VN 6 39U ’e]EJ'NvLiﬂ

o Y & ! Y & 2 & )
ANUAITNINTAATULUBDAINTIFLUD PET-CT scan WaLUUUIN UINNITATIATULUBHNALTUAU

TR NYINNULUINTNA PET scan watduau

1.1.1. wngUngnauauesianisinwiegsauy el (complete response; CR) lag
PET scan satduaunazazuyuy 5-PS 7l 1-3 fi91saunsnundiognsen RCHOP 3n 1
sou viasnwde ISRT Mntufianuitas (follow-up) siald
1.1.2. MAUEReuANIaN133NYIUNadIU (partial response; PR) 1ag PET scan
naLuINUALAYILL 5-PS 71 4 Aziuy Ransan3nundiegnsel RCHOP 3n 1-3 seu
8998 1REINTBIINAUNITINIAY ISRT 30WINTUITN¥IRe ISRT Lieaae9
{He7 9MnTuRsI9 PET-CT scan tile restaging 8nass
1.1.2.1. vngithe CP Tag PET scan naifuauuasaziu 5-PS 11 1-3 Azuuy
wa i follow-up HUesialy
1.1.2.2. mniUae PR useidin1saduluvaslsa (progressive disease)
ifasandaduiedmsadidnads mnduiarsaninwigiiswuuiigiae
ndudugh (Relapse) m%aﬁﬂaa??asiami%’ﬂm (Refractory)
1.1.3. vngthed PD TiRasandnduiedsnsadidnass anduiiansaninyiwuy

ﬁéﬂw Relapse %39 Refractory

1.2. seelsavunalyngindvsewiiiu 7.5 lwufiuns #a1saunsnwiaiee1gns RCHOP $1uu

6 TOULNYIDE19ABINTOIINAUNITAN85IdUTIIaNT0815A (involved site radiation therapy;

ISRT)

1.2.1. MNTNEIR 881875 RCHOP 9117U 6 58U Uaviluiun135ny1n 18 ISRT

s2ushe TRa150419598 PET-CT scan ile restaging faunissnensie ISRT sialy
1.2.1.1. wingUae CP Ipg PET scan waiduaunasazuuu 5-PS 7 1-3 AzLuL
TR91saN SN uuRUNISS e ISRT Turunadudu (initial ISRT dose)

wag follow-up HUesely



1.2.1.2. wing{Uae PR Iag PET-CT scan warduvinuazazuuy 5-PS 7 4
AzuuY TNA1IINTINWININLRUNTIN®IRI8 ISRT Tuvwings (higher
ISRT dose) ae follow-up gthestaly
1.2.1.3. wng{Uae PR Iny PET-CT scan natduuinuazaziuuy 5-PS 7 5
AZLUY TANITINITSAMINIULAUNIISNEIAIE higher ISRT dose %3N
PET-CT scan naLduuinndaainnissnwidlggnsen RCHOP §1uau 6 59U
s snwEUIeuuU relapse /refractory 138 $nwnnu clinical trial
1.2.1.4. wingthelaimauauas (no response) #¥a PD Tifinsandatuidads
9% mﬂﬁuﬁﬁmm%’ﬂmﬁﬂwuw relapse/refractory
1.2.2. vn¥nwdiee1gns RCHOP s1uau 6 souuarlifiununisdnendae ISRT a1ntiunsas
PET-CT scan e restaging wdan1ssnwluseudl 3-4
1.2.2.1. mngihe CR Ing PET-CT scan saiduauuasazuuu 5-PS 7 1-3 azuuy 1k
NATUITNBINUUNUNITINYINIEATET RCHOP qUATU 6 58U UagAnnuEUqe
soly
1.2.2.2. vngte PR Iae PET-CT scan waiduuinuazazuuu 5-PS 7 4 azuuu 19
f1sansnwddieuuu relapse /refractory 3asnwede ISRT
1.2.2.3. Mngdae PD Tny PET-CT scan watduuinuagazuuy 5-PS 91 5 azuuu 19
fsannsintuiiednsaas mﬂﬁ'uﬁmm’l%’ﬂmﬁﬂamwu relapse /refractory
2. fflhelsrusiSesouinvdosiin DLBCL svoefl 2 7 extensive mesenteric disease 3o sza¢dl 3
v3e szoedl 4 Tfinnsaninwaunismaassmienadn (clinical trial) w3e3nwisiegnsen RCHOP
iesangmsendananiianuduiiviies wiegislsAnmausainumesigas anthracyclin-based
¢ 91n1uns29 CT scan o restaging M&INT3NEITOUT 2-4
2.1. wingthe CR vide PR Tsffiansaninudeengns RCHOP #oauAsy 6 saU Iniufia1sands
psradiudulumansefifnaduuan wu msdsmsatuidedlufihed PET-CT scan maiduuan
roun1slimssnwfisiduain first line mnnsnsaduiionaduau 1ia1san follow CR or
PR pathway Wagfiansannnsnsaa PET-CT scan tileuszifiunismeuausssioly
2.1.1. wngvae CR Tag PET-CT natduauuagazuuy 5-PS 7 1-3 azuuu Tidann
(observation) w38 91504111591 ISRT TugUaediisuduil bulky disease %30 N3
isolated skeletal sites mﬂﬁ?uﬁammgﬂ?wi@lﬂ
2.1.2. yngfvae PR Ing PET-CT narduauuazazuuy 5-PS i 4 %30 5 azuuu 4
f1sansnwgieuu relapse/refractory
213 w105 U8 PD IR a1smd9ns29d wild 0e warsnugdUasuuy

relapse/refractory



2.2. 10187 no response wio PD Wa15m1d47329% uill 091 wardnugUasnuy
relapse/refractory
mssnwiaed relapse/refreactory
ﬂgﬂwﬁﬁ relapsed %39 refractory vodlsaliiasansreviafiie relapsed %39 refractory
1. wingdaeiing relapsed w38 refractory ¥8lsANINATY 12 tiou THHITANAUMNENNTSNEIA3E
nsUgnenewad
1.1 maaunusnwddigaien1sugnanelwad i ansansnwiaie second-line therapy
LLawisLﬁuﬂwwauauamami%’ﬂmmmsj’ﬂaam:u Lugano Response Criteria for Non-
Hodgkin Lymphoma (NHODG-C)
1.1.1. vnUe CR Wa13001N195n 91978 Autologous stem cell rescue YUINES
LBI0E9LABIMIDTINAUNITINEINIE ISRT #33nwInL clinical trial ¥38 155N
38 Allogeneic hematopoietic cell transplant lugUgunesieiiiangaLfgvse
3AUNITINEIENE ISRT
1.1.2.v1nE U3 PRWINTUIN1TTNY1A 8 anti-CD19 CAR T-cell therapy %38
Autologous stem cell rescues YUINEUNEIBELALINTDTINAUNITINYIOY ISRT
%39 $nw1mu clinical trial ¥33n1w1918 Allogeneic hematopoietic cell transplant
lugrgueneiiesegiufgmsesiiunssnwig ISRT
1.1.3. Mg Ule no response %38 PD WA150N155nWLUU relapse/refractory adq
7l 2
1.2. minldldnauaunisshwisienisugnangeas Wasann1ssneniu Clinical trial 38
N135NEIA18 second-line therapy #30n155nwLULUTEAUUSEABY palliative ISRT $amAU
N195A¥IA 8 ISRT 139115581818 best supportive care #14 NCCN guideline for
palliative care 1unszﬁﬁ;§ﬂw%’amﬁw second-line therapy 22U UNIINOUAUDIADNIT
Snw1veaUieniu Lugano Response Criteria for Non-Hodgkin Lymphoma (NHODG-C)
1.2.1. wingde CR lvidnanugUiesialy
1.2.2. vngfthe PR Tn1sannssnsuuy relapse/refractory aSafl 2
1.2.3. wngUae no response %138 PD 1i#i91300In155n 9L UL relapse/refractory
psfi 2
2. wng U813 relapsed vaslsatiasndt 12 iiau wiafinng refractory vaslsadunfsusnly
NAITUINULNUNITINIAIY CAR T-cell therapy
2.1. INUHUNTINBEUIEAY CAR T-cell therapy 11913013198 anti-CD19 CAR

T-cell therapy 3ufiu bridging therapy smudaudldniendin anulvdamugUlesely



2.2. ynlilanaununssneme CAR T-cell therapy Tasansnwnu clinical trial #3e
second-line therapy %39 palliative ISRT %38 best supportive care 111 NCCN guideline
for palliative care Tuﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂaa%’ﬂmé’w second-line therapy 9gUszUNITNDUAUDIAD
N135n¥1v83EUI8AY Lugano Response Criteria for Non-Hodgkin Lymphoma (NHODG-
Q)

2.1.1. mngtae CR TiAnnugdhestald

2.1.2. vingjthhe PR 1fiansann133nuuu relapse/refractory Asafl 2

2.1.3. g3 no response 138 PD TA1500IN153n MUY relapse/refractory

pdail 2

N13AAMUETIENENAINTIN

wu1N13M3299 88 Helicobacter pylori (HP) LLazmsmmmaﬁaaﬂﬁﬁ’amsﬁlu NN 9 3-6
Foudusreria 5 U mnduuusthlidiennisdlunn q 3 vidonudeuddlugiiediennisuans
294157 kazATIA8 CT scan UL 8A 199 11N (chest/abdomen/pelvis; C/A/P) 51uAUa1S
funawmn 9 6 Wowduna 2 T udsanduannissnu ndulingn AP CT scan anudasld

aa (A [y [ H Ya o v =)
N9AFUN mﬂ‘wum;‘gﬂwﬂa‘uLﬂuézjﬂviwmimﬁﬂmQﬂwu:uu relapsed %50 refractory

M3AAnsthenevAsn1s3nugthed relapse/refreactory
wuziIN9ATIINILTe Helicobacter pylori (HP) LaENIIITIaNNeBaU fURNITAY
yn 9 3-6 Weuduszazinan 5 U mndunugiliiieamiadlunn 1 T wiemudovddly
fUnefiflonisuansveslsa waznsIasne CT scan U3In on ¥ios 1§ans1u (C/A/P CT scan)
faffuansfivuamn 4 6 Wewdua 2 U udnduannisnu ansulinse /AP CT
scan Mmutoudldnienain wé’qmﬂﬁ?uﬁﬁmmﬂizLﬁumam’imauauawiami%’ﬂmé’ﬂw 1N

HU3e PR %130 relapse %38 PD #1915013nw15U38LUU relapse ATIN 2 138110071 2 AT

ms¥nuiilaeuy relapse asafl 2 videannni 2 ads
NAITUINITTNEIAIY anti-CD19 CART T-cell therapy %30 Alternative systemic
therapy for R/R disease lusteiililinglaSunsnueiing wio n1ssneanny clinical trial
139 palliative ISRT %159 best supportive care @11 NCCN guideline for palliative care
N CR %30 PR #315047 n13¥nw16e allogeneic HCT TurfUagunasieiiiesog1ai5ienie

SUAUNITSNEIAE ISRT

MWINY ESMO wuziinn1ssne wazfasueinis dielsauziieasinniasyiin DLBCL Al
WINNTTTNYIVEY ESMO Uurin155nwilagiansainain e1g Intemational Prognostic

Index (IPI) wazaudululsued dose-intensified
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A1599 2 AuuginsSnetelsausisewiantmaed DLBCL AMUWInIINIssny1ves ESMO

Patients <60 years

1PI low risk (aalP1=0) and no bulk

IPI low risk (aalPI = 0) with bulk or IPT
low-intermediate risk (aalP1=1)

IPI intermediate-high risk or IPI high risk
(aalPI =2, 3)

R-CHOP21 x 6

Consider CNS prophylaxis in patients at risk for CNS progression

R-ACVBP and sequential consolidation
or
R-CHOP21 x 6 + [F-RT on bulk

R-CHOP21 x 6-8
or

R-CHOP14x 6 with 8 R
Consider more intensive regimens in
selected patients:

R-CHOEP14 x 6
or

R-CHOP or R-ACVBP plus HDCT with
ASCT

Elderly >60 years

Fit, 60-80 years

>80 years without cardiac dysfunction

Unfit or frail or >60 years with cardiac
dysfunction

R-CHOP21 x 6-8

(R-CHOP21 x 6 for IPI low risk)
or

R-CHOP14 x 6 with 8 R

Attenuated regimens:
R-miniCHOP21 x 6

Doxorubicin substitution with
gemcitabine, etoposide or liposomal
doxorubicin or others:

R-C(X)OP21 x 6
or

palliative care
Consider CNS prophylaxis in patients at risk
First relapse/progress
Eligible for transplant Not eligible for transplant
Platinum-based chemotherapy regimens (i.e. R-DHAP, R-ICE,R-  Platinum- and/or gemcitabine-based
GDP) as salvage treatment regimens
For chemosensitive patients: R-HDCT with ASCT as Clinical trials with novel drugs
remission consolidation
Consider allogeneic transplantation in patients relapsed
after R-HDCT with ASCT or in patients with
poor-risk factors at relapse
>2 relapse/progress
Eligible for transplant Not eligible for transplant
Allogeneic transplantation Clinical trials with novel drugs
Clinical trials with novel drugs Palliative care

IPI, International Prognostic Index; aalPI, age-adjusted IPI; R, rituximab; CHOP, cyclophosphamide, doxorubicin, vincristine, prednisone; ACVBP,
doxorubicin, vindesine, cyclophosphamide, bleomycin and prednisolone; IF-RT, involved-field radiotherapy; HDCT, high-dose chemotherapy; ASCT,
autologous stem-cell transplantation; DHAP, cisplatin, cytarabine, dexamethasone; ICE, ifosfamide, carboplatin, etoposide; GDP, cisplatin, gemcitabine,
dexamethasone; CNS, central nervous system; CHOEP, cyclophosphamide, doxorubicin, vincristine, etoposide, prednisolone; R-C(X)OP, R-CHOP with
substitution of doxorubicin.

LW ESMO wusUaelspugiswoninmiosila DLBCL auotegdu 2 ngu lawn 1) fue

|
=) 1

fifforgsiniwieninfu 60 U fhenduiazgnussiduanuidedasld age-adjusted IPI (aa-IP) Lite
wensallsn 1oaziendnnsnad 2 MssnwiasRiansanauaziuY aa-IPl YosUae famsei 2
uay 2) fUhefiengunnndt 60 ¥ masnwaziansanaiueny (niwieninndt 80 U) A fit was
A cardiac dysfunction YU

AINALUEINE1EA N9 TI9UT I UTTEERAEN1IATIVTENINNTS NBIBIlIALLLS I oY
idos Insangyieunsaddnuagnistienmm :nn1sUszgEunTRveslsausiSaaniindes
FDG-PET-CT scan la5umuuzilindun1snsiauinsgiu (cold standard) lun1smsiauszidiuszesy
voslsruzSatautiimiesin DLBCL

nsUspdfiunsneuaussienisinuvesUaelsaugssiontiimndosia DLBCL uuimis

ESMO wizti1n15n 579638 FDG-PET-CT 3ldinausin1sneuaneasas Lugona Response Criteria for
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Non-Hodgkin Lymphoma lag#ia15u191nAz LUl 5-PS 19101150921 0UN150 0 UaUD9521I19N1S
$nw (interim evaluation) #d43 0l LATUIUATOUN 3-4 ©19N15U 1Y CT scan w3e PET-CT
scan TunsAnsunisaduliveslse ualduuzidinisidsullanissnwiainuaves PET-CT scan
1 aa o A o v =~ o a ~ a !

gnuiunsdllivanguguduingisinmsadulveddsa Wewinnisussdusensnouauedsening
saUN135nElYika positive predictive value 98z 50-10017 A9n15ANYIU99 Pregno WazAe
2012 {Uaediding PET-CT sewinsseunssnwnduuan fnan1snsaa PET-CT Wuauiosas 60 ile
Q’/ o v a o U 18 dn, a U ) ¥ a o U
duaan1ssnwicgalundn® wonanin1sngin PET Tunsuseliumssnwluganisivieaividn
59UN 1-2 azausavinnenanssnelauaasanuliien1sideniseatdniviu
mspnmuglelsauzSseutivassia DLBCL

HUselsnuzianouddesyiin DLBCL 7 kuflonnisiduszeziiai 2 U fe11d overall
survival wihiuusgansmly Wuniselimutemnudrdyuesnisfinnueinisegslnadnlaemnig
Tureszozusnil

AU2emIslAsUNINTI9TNeNN 9 3 Weow Wuszewian 1 U uagnn ¢ 6 Weulusseziian
110191 2 ¥ 18991 ugIaI5n393190189n 9 U Wiefanunsimuivenauileniafinniy

v Ql v N o W a cs & A o

HAT9ABNTEEZENATITELAIUITR wazianTunTIAdenlufou 3 6 12 uay 24 #891nNAIS
a & A A Sy s aady o o a a ! 3
f1sunsiadeniledoinisuansadlsavsegUleiitoudimandidndessumssnyniuay agslsh
AIUAITAANITATIINETIF W TeTgn Laee1ansaa CT scan lufloudl 6 12 wag 24 A18UaIRINNTT

Snwduge

n13$nwEtheil relapsed/refractory
AUeNasduInin relapsed 91nHANSEN8AINTIE Avdalasunistudusienisnsintuile
ADULSNANTINIMIBY UGN TIEDY (second-line therapy)

N13U52IUNTNRUAUDINDNTINY relapsed

nsUsziiun1seevaussnenssnwndulunuinasiieaiunissnemadenusn Ganasas
MNIITUINIINTIAIE PET scan aalATU salvage regimen 50U7 3-4 wagnasduannissnyl 310

n13Anw¥1ves Dickinson et al. 2010 WU nBUINITSNIRIEN1TUaNawafNwad (Autologous

v

Stem Cell Transplant) ﬁﬂwﬁlé’%’umimmﬁaa PET scan #adn155n1918 Salvage Therapy Wa

ina PET negative 1895111558A%30 (Overall Survival) 8¢ 3aeay 81 Lguiunguina PET
positive 15988z 39 (p=0.01)"

n1sAneuEThevaIn13inw relapsed

a [ ¢ o a Xl s & Yo o 44
ﬂ'ﬁ'(ﬂﬂﬁnllLUUVLUGW@JLﬂm%Lﬂﬁ’JﬂUﬂ’ﬁm@mquﬁdﬂﬁﬂLll@ﬁuq@ﬂq{L@ﬁUﬂ'ﬁiﬂHWWqﬁLa@ﬂLlﬁﬂ
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wuansUfuRdmsunisifiadenazinelsauzs wauunvdadlasauiaulainingrums

Usewmalng U w.a. 2565

wumen1sinugiaslsaugSeteuinindessiin DLBCL vesUssmalnewugirliiounis
$nwi{UredesiinisusziduamdesvesUaelagld International Prognosis Index (IPI) @11y
wuvnensinedtieidedelmiulufizud 3 Saudsmssnwmusserlsavesitas 3 naudsil
1. faeszerd | vdeszogd Il Aliidaduiduda (P 0-1) warlsiddeurunelvg (vuafeudnnin 7.5
%31.) NINTUINTINWPI8Y1gAT R-CHOP 911U 4 50U
2. fthestosil | vieszordl Il filllasuidsediedion 1 atha (PI > 1) vieiifousunsluajnin 7.5 wu.
fi9150M133N¥IAI881gA3 R-CHOP $1uau 3 sounazantufinnsann1sinyidienisais s
w@med (involved field radiotherapy; IFRT) 138N133NY1928871g75 R-CHOP 97UIU 6 58U Way
Usziflunnsmeuausssion1ssnuisieiaied PET-CT scan lugiheiifideuvunalug) fansanlinng

Snwiey IFRT waslasun1ssnwimeenans R-CHOP 33ud7e

o yndUaeldsunlivndnauasuauLELuNISNYILaS Deauville score (DS) 1-3 lidndusias

SUNSSNBIAENITANELLES

® wngUlsmeuauaInINI partial remission (Azwuu DS d-5) 9z1Wn155AwEUIBIUY
refractory DLBCL
3. fUawszesdl Il e IV R91sunn1ssnwifiegasen R-CHOP $1uu 3 souvdsntuyssdiuns
MOUAUDIRBNITINYINIENIINTIA PET-CT scan
° mmﬁﬂwmauauawﬁl’mdw partial remission WA150U1NN55N A8 salvage regimen
o yngheneuUALRININNTT partial remission (AxWuw DS 1-3) 15 lin1ssnwIdgnsen

R-CHOP @odn 3 59UsWAU IFRT USHiunau
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DLBCL #lsfumsinadeivei

rusi | vite Il
no risk factor
non- bulky (<7.5 cm)
IP10-1

seusd | vie I
with risk factor or
bulky (<7.5 cm)
IPl 21

|

szuzd 1 vida IV

R-CHOP x3 cycles then
response evaluation

2PR | <PR

R-CHOP x 4 cycles (if
iPET3 negative)
R-CHOP x3 cycles +
IFRT 35-40 Gy or
R-CHOP x6 cycles
IFRT after completion
of chemotherapy at
bulky sites

R-CHOP x 4 cycles
No IFRT

Continue R-CHOP x 3
cycles + IFRT at bulky sites

Salvage
regimens

JUR 3 wun e sSnegielsaussaientinmidossia DLBCL a1nuuiniaagujifives

Usenelne

WUINIINISSNEINTREIUU relapsed/refractory DLBCL

AUreniinsUsTdiunsneuauedsanisiNwIRINTY partial remission tWaldsunisinuinae
guadurUnluseudt 3 fedndurUae refractory case wenanilnsdifdUienduilulnindsainise
AULAUATT 12 LADUAITTNINITATIINNNGITING1DNASS Wil restaging wagUseidiu IPI 8nATINULSY

AN

o fusanlvismadenlaeldengnsingnsvilsfasialud ESHAP, DHAP, ICE, EPOCH, IMVP16,
DICE wag MINE laglyt salvage regimen e1afiansanlignsenvaniisauiuen rituximab el

Al rituximab Tugthenlasuen rituximab Tugnniadenusnunneuud

o f[Uaeiiliianunsalifnisinwife autologous stem cell transplant 1 finrsaulinngsnun
18587 Pola-BR 4 94U5noUM 1881 polatuzumab vedotin §21AY rituximab way
bendamustine

o (hefifnisnduandusivedsnnduanaelu 12 Weuntedihefinouauastenissnude
gmnadendusinit complete remission n3elianunsasun1ssnwdie autogous stem cell
transplant 19 813Wa150U15n1978 CAR T-cell therapy 3819153 clinical trial

° cjjﬂ’;&Jﬁ'mauauam'ams%’ﬂwﬂmzﬁu complete %38 partial remission #8945V salvage
therapy 31171 2-3 70U wars1Megviedinnuniey insaninwsewndivivaluruings
WaZRUME ASCT

° ciﬂ’wﬁ'ﬁ poor performance status Wagli@11u1505UN195n®1A 28 intensive salvage

regimen WA1IUINTTTNWIAY best supportive care
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1NWUINNNITINILIA DLBCL 989 NCCN ESMO wazhuinanwUiuRdmsunisitiadouay

Halte! Iiﬂll%L%;W]I’e)llﬁﬁLﬁﬁa@ﬂsﬂaﬁﬂigmﬂlﬂﬁ WUgUIN15MTID PET-CT scan Tun1sussliiuseazaey

TsANZIS I oUULAIvTa DLBCL NaUN1SSN¥ILAaLA0NN1TSN e LIS ALANNSL YLD ILSA LAY

WUEUIN1TATIA PET-CT scan Tun15a519Useidiusess Wagn19meuduasnoni1sineyl (restaging)

menaslinsinugUiealeaivitavielinissnwgUiemenisanesed lagldaziuu 5-PS v

Uanie metabolic activity T9.ina1n FDG uptake voawaduzis wilousyiiun1snevausssonis

Fnw1ve{ Uremnainael Lugona Response Criteria for Non-Hodgkin Lymphoma s18agiggnsi

AN 3 WATHNSIN 4

@1519% 3 PET Five-Point Scale (5-PS)

AZWUL 5-PS Anwe

1 No uptake above background

2 Uptake < mediastinum

3 Uptake > mediastinum but < liver

4 Uptake moderately > liver

5 Uptake markedly higher than liver and/or new lesions

A1999 4 1NUTIN1IROUANDS Lugano Response Criteria for Non-Hodgkin Lymphoma #391nn13

A579M8LASD9 PET-CT scan way CT scan

Response Site PET-CT (Metabolic response) CT (Radiologic response)
Complete Lymph nodes | score 1, 2, or 32 with or All of the following:
response and without a residual mass on Target nodes/nodal masses must
Extralymphatic 5peb,C regress to < 1.5 cm in Ldi
Sites No extralymphatic sites of disease
Non-measured | Not applicable Absent
Lesion
Organ Not applicable Regress to normal
enlargement
New lesions None None
Bone marrow | No evidence of FDG-avid Normal by morphology; if
disease in marrow indeterminate, IHC negative
Partial Lymph nodes | score 4 or 52 with reduced All of the following:
response and uptake compared with > 50% decrease in SPDof up to 6
extralymphatic | paseline and residual mass(es) | target measurable nodes and
sites of any size. No new or extranodal sites. When a lesion is too
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Response Site PET-CT (Metabolic response) CT (Radiologic response)
progressive lesions. small to measure on CT, assign 5 mm
At interim, these findings x 5 mm as the default value. When
suggest responding disease. no longer visible, 0 x 0 mm. For a
At end of treatment, these node > 5 mm x 5 mm, but smaller
findings indicate residual than normal, use actual
disease measurement for calculation
Non-measured | Not applicable Absent/normal, regressed, but no
Lesion increase
Organ Not applicable Spleen must have regressed by
enlargement > 50% in length beyond normal
New lesions None None
Bone marrow | Residual uptake higher than Not applicable
uptake in normal marrow but
reduced compared with
baseline (diffuse uptake
compatible with reactive
changes from chemotherapy
allowed). If there are
persistent focal changes in the
marrow in the context of a
nodal response, consider
further evaluation with MRI or
biopsy or an interval scan
No Target Score 4 or 52 with no < 50% decrease from baseline in
response or | nodes/nodal significant change in FDG SPDof up to 6 dominant, measurable
stable masses, uptake from baseline at nodes and extranodal sites; no
disease extranodal interim or end of treatment criteria for progressive disease are
lesions met

No new or progressive lesions.

Non-measured

Not applicable

No increase consistent with

Lesion progression

Organ Not applicable No increase consistent with
enlargement progression

New lesions None None

Bone marrow

No change from baseline

Not applicable

Progressive

disease

Individual

target

Score 4 or 5b with an increase

in intensity of uptake from

Requires at least one of the following

PPDprogression: An individual
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Response Site

PET-CT (Metabolic response)

CT (Radiologic response)

nodes/nodal
masses
Extranodal

lesions

baseline and/or New FDG-avid
foci consistent with lymphoma
at interim or end-of-treatment

assessment

node/lesion must be abnormal with:
Ldi> 1.5 cm and increase by > 50%
from PPD nadir and an increase in Ldi
or Sdi from nadir 0.5 cm for lesions <
2 cm 1.0 cm for lesions > 2 cm. In
the setting of splenomegaly, the
splenic length must increase by >
50% of the extent of its prior increase
beyond baseline. If no prior
splenomegaly, must increase by at
least 2 cm from baseline. New or

recurrent splenomegaly

Non-measured

lesion

None

New or clear progression of

preexisting non-measured lesions

New lesions

New FDG-avid foci consistent
with lymphoma rather than
another etiology (eg, infection,
inflammation). If uncertain
regarding etiology of new
lesions, biopsy or interval scan

may be considered

Regrowth of previously resolved
lesions. A new node > 1.5 cm in any
axis. A new extranodal site > 1.0 cm
in any axis; if < 1.0 cm in any axis, its
presence must be unequivocal and
must be attributable to lymphoma.

Assessable disease of any size

unequivocally attributable to

lymphoma

Bone marrow New or recurrent FDG-avid foci | New or recurrent involvement

Abbreviations: 5PS, 5-point scale; CT, computed tomography; FDG, fluorodeoxysglucose; IHC, immunohistochemistry; Ldi,
longest transverse diameter of a lesion; MRI, magnetic resonance imaging; PET, positron emission tomography; PPD, cross
product of the Ldi and perpendicular diameter; Sdi, shortest axis perpendicularto the Ldi; SPD, sum of the product of the
perpendicular diameters for multiple lesions.

aScore of 3 in many patients indicates a good prognosis with standard treatment, especially if at the time of an interim scan.
However, in trials involving PET where de-escalation is investigated, it may be preferable to consider a score of 3 as inadequate
response (to avoid undertreatment).

bPET Five Point Scale(5-PS)1. No FDG uptake > background 2. FDG uptake < mediastinum 3. FDG uptake > mediastinum but
< liver. 4. FDG uptake moderately > liver. 5. FDG uptake markedly > liver and/or new lesions X. New areas of FDG uptake
unlikely to be related to lymphomaclt is recognized that in Waldeyer’s ring or extranodal sites with high physiologic uptake
or with activation within spleen or marrow (eg, with chemotherapy or myeloid colony-stimulating factors), uptake may be
greater than normal mediastinum and/or liver. In this circumstance, complete metabolic response may be inferred if uptake

at sites of initial involvement is no greater than surrounding normal tissue even if the tissue has high physiologic uptake.
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A15199 5 ALULLNSLY PET-CT scan ti DLBCL 1ABUINNISSAeatukasmnauseinas 2

(End-of-treatment or

Response Evaluation)

Thai Guideline

speeil 1 sveeil 2 sveeil 3 sveeil 4
soulsAtounin 7.5 | s98l3ANINAIIAGe
LYURLLAT WU 7.5 LURLIAg

NINIAUTTIAUTTIEUR9LIA NCCN, ESMO NCCN, ESMO NCCN, ESMO NCCN, ESMO NCCN, ESMO
(Staging)
N13959UTELEUTTUE Wagns NCCN NCCN NCCN, Thai Guideline - -
MOUAUDITLNINNITINY
(restaging/interim staging)
msmsawé’aéuqmms%’ﬂm NCCN, ESMO NCCN, ESMO NCCN, ESMO NCCN, ESMO, NCCN, ESMO,

Thai Guideline

INNITNUNILITIAUNTIN WUT1 WUINNNITINIVBS NCCN thag ESMO wuziilingiaussiiiusssenaunssne wavnsianasduannissnenig

PET-CT scan Tugthemnszes Tuvaeiinisnsiaussidussesuazn1snauauesseninn1sng kuimen1ssneves NCON wusihlvnsialussoei 1 uay 2

el wwaensUfuRdmsunmsidadetazinet lsauzswendindowesusswmelng wusdilild PET-CT scan Tunsasiadsziliussaziazn1snauauss

seriamssnwluszesi 2 Nilseslsrunnndivizeminiu 7.5 wufiums wasasianasaugan1ssne Tugthessesd 3 uay 4 daanslumsnd 5
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2.3.4. PET-CT scan

Positron Emission Tomography (PET) lun1sangammisigmiansiandes Inenisnsiain
sumalwanseudivdosoonun mevdsindifinsliasindusadidnlulusemedine uaznsiagnis
Freuiintu Wy Usinandeniiundssuaznszuiumsnanalussiuisad uasiinouan Weinnsth
3523 PET unldlunsdssidudnuazdumzveamaduziis lnsasindvssdildunianlunis
AT19uz15e Ao 18-F-FDG (2-[fluorine-18] fluoro-2-deoxy-D-glucose) L uluianafindeiunglaa
waduzide Faddhmadundrundnlunisiduln wlen wezunsnsyaeasiinsldhmalusnsi
g9t vilannsonsaduldfeindos PET scanner Gamansaadannsoldldvidlungfeingund
wazvdaunsnsyane Helunisweinsallse NuruazUsedliunanissnw wavuseiliunsnauundu
FrueBEIUein®

Computerized Tomography scan (CT scan) 1 un1snsaa3dadenindruiaIoaionaissd
ADUAILADS WAAIANWAUENINNIBINIAT991971Y Tng1ABALLANAIY0IANUNLIL LD T8E
sine 9 Tunsasradunintiumn

\A3 e nNT fawny (Positron Emission Tomography/Computed Tomography scan; PET-CT
scan) L un1sviausauduseninnad esdemsasaianddainded nsewnsee PET scan uay
\n3osenalsdaenfiages (CT scan) SingUsvasdiflowamnaissflefianunsalsidoyasuai
HaunAvedlsnann1snsIanie PET kazn1sninuamurisusslsalaog1etaiaunie CT scan W
demneteruisedidlusnme wu & ln aues wiendudemlaludvasuiseu nslddema
Fuundendsemaguii s Mssmnmanmsasane 2 sdadiset axgaelinnseunaiiay
walughanau

514 PET-CT scan Usznaunissnwn aeldaunsaUssdiusverisaldndu osanidunis
ATIIMTanuITse Peliausadiunisnszneivensaduziidlugeiozdu q Mivadvie
fAouoradilaliunnneszusaiuldmenisnsiauuy CT scan vilianusanaununissnulagnies
wiughanau Tnsawglulsausderinssnemdnidunsideneividn wu usdwieniimdes ns

71579978 PET-CT scan azaelnaiunsauseiliunissnuinazsyozundsalanvu og19lsAniy sl

1%
Yo v a = (Y

PET-CT scan 1Junnsnsafildssd vilsiiasenafianuidesiiasldsussdunniu Ssenadesszdase s
Tuftheuneme wu fuaein viendefsasss (Dudu uenaintl nedifisenmefimsdnian wu dusa
e wiedmsinda ofuazdiniy 4 vesssmentaiinisldiinna wazeraldnavanaasld sauds
naiRarauInans enadinaliAnnisnnafiunAuidu Wesniunndvhmsdnuuastase
frnalsiuflaingaiinuiinisifeuzaidol shlfenadesinnisnsiaguuuuduiisidy 1wy Msnsa9

Fuile M Feddlinwuzthlildnmsasammdfawnulunsdansesussdludiae
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PET-CT scan dotduninsgnulunisuseidiussezuaslsa DLBCL Wnun15»373 CT scan 1A
wiugTlunsuseduszezvedlsatoun1ssnuldAnit CT scan vilidnsiudsusservadlsn Sevas
10-30 Yo U7 Fednlngdunsusuiuszeslse Seflanudidnlunisnauaunising wazan
Temanislinssnundesninfiansasdul 2

Taiamzegsdsnisnmanuseslsailunszgn Jaduszesil 4 yesuzSonivdes PET-CT
scan fiAMLLUET (accuracy) Soway 98.5 lnadlanuliiuariudunig Sevay 94 AU Sevaz 100
Jeuiy Sosay 40 fu fevar 100 ieldisRaAudonsiatuiofilunszgn®® vililutiagiiu PET-
CT scan annsanaununmsdatuiaiilunseanlunisussifiussozvadiaalugiae DLBCLYY Snvis

mmmammwLmiﬂsﬁj’auuazmmLﬁuﬂammmzﬁm%mﬁaﬁﬂig@Jﬂléf
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2.3.5. nmsAnwUsEANSHavas PET-CT scan
N3ANYIUTEENTHAVDINTLT PET-CT scan vi9tudauslddunsu staging, interim staging ag end of treatment n151% PET-CT scan Tunns staging
M13199 6 WU ediszuglsAiuaNUU (upstaging) wazdwwaAsuwlaIn1sSnwIUe n1sAnwiluteusly interim staging wuininauinais (false

positive) fap13199 7 FegoanneaiuluInNIsinwEUie NCCN way ESMO Nuwuziilvidesdinisdnduilonsiaivedudunsudsuuiainisine uavde

Uald end of treatment WUIHAYBINIIATIV PET-CT scan dauduiusiunisvinelsanasduganissny) 6amns1ei 8

A1919% 6 UszAndsnauesnIsly PET-CT scan Tudouslydmsu staging

nsANEN 23813 sUlUY Usemafidne | Usswnsidnen | anasmsiiaule NaNISANE msWEsuuUain1sine
ASANEN (1) (1M3N13 (Management change)
W3auiay)

Elstrom Annals of | retrospective | anigewin1 | HUhelsauzie PET-CT scan (CT | n15l4 PET-CT scan Fthedorar 5 WasuuUaINS
LazAY Oncology Aot maDs (61 | scan) Wasuwlasnsussidiuszes | Shedleldsunisnsaasae PET-
2008% 718) InewJuwin Tugfhe 9w 11 518 CT scan

DLBCL Sowaz 44 (DLBCL 6 s1giteiz HL 5 518)

vosrthelu

N13@ANW (38 578)
Raanani Annals of | retrospective | Basiea fUa8 NHL (68 PET-CT scan (CT | dwi¥u NHL msld PET-CT | dhefesas 25 Wasuudasnis
uazAME Oncology 519) Inewduaia | scan) scan Qﬂuaﬁizaﬂimﬂ'umﬂ Shwndleldsunismsaasag PET-
2006° DLBCL 5owag 50 off (upstaging) $way 31 CT scan

vaagUe NHL uaziiszeglsaiianas

wag U3 HD (35 (downstaging) Soeay 1

518)
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A5 7 Uszanswavesnisld PET-CT scan Tutausly restaging

ARy 20052

319U 90 518
(Sovay 84 Va4
HUae DLBCL)

NaINISNWIAILLAL
Yrdnseud 2 wie
early PET (599
PET scan S¥#1319
N33NYINBLAL

U1insoun 4)

n1sAnen 215613 suluy Uszwedl | Ussynsiidnen | wamsnisiiaula Nan13AneN
n3ANE Anwn (F1u2u) (1A3N13
Wisuiisu)

Mikahaeel | Leukemia & | retrospective | 84nguy AUe NHL N59533 Interim AUI831UIY 23 18 SiNan157573 interim PET negative 31134

IGEIVE Lymphoma U 23 518 PET scan (post 11 998 minimal residual 91U 4 18 Lag positive 31U 8

2000” treatment PET 518 ndaduganissnwiagldFuntsnea PET (post treatment

scan) PET) Wuingaed iy 3 5107ifika interim positive dna post

treatment PET 71 negative
ALiugwesHa interim PET 7 positive Anvfiusosas 88
LAZANLILEIVOINE interim PET #i negative Anidudasay
100

Haioun wag | BLOOD retrospective | W3 AUe NHL 197339 PET scan | fUaed1uau 90 51e finansaa early PET-CT 18u negative

F1u7u 54 519 wazkaldu positive 31U 36 518 (Se8ay 83)
mevddldFumsnea lately PET wuingthediuau 45 s1e7ina
early PET Hu negative i@ lately PET complete response
Tunsmsrafaeuasausn wazUiednuau 21 519 (Sevay 58) il
fina early PET 1Ju positive fiua lately PET complete

response TUN1ATIARANIUATILTA

AUe NHL

31149U 80 518

N13M33 PET scan
FEMINNITTNYINIE
wiltdnseud 4

%39 lately PET

AUaeduI 60 S188HanTI9 lately PET LU negative ndslasu
ns¥nwsneiaiiuntnseun 4 §Uae 47 519970 60 518 UHA
early PET tlu negative wazfUae 13 518910 60 s1edina early

PET 1u positive
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Ay 20118

J7UIU 88 578

PET-CT %158 iPET
(MIATIINIEUGR
A155n¥1 138 final

PET-CT %50 fPET)

= ] g = =
nsAnen 915613 sUuuY Usemadl | Usswnsifnen | wesmisiiaula Nan1sAneN
= = o
NSANEN Anw (@) (asnIg
wWiguiiigu)
Pregno Wag | BLOOD retrospective | 803 AUae DLBCL N9 interim AU 88 918 fUheilng iPET negative 91143 63 518

ﬁﬂaanduﬁﬁwammaw fPET §1uau 62 18 viseAnduseuas
98.4 wosiUhe iPET LU negative Wanun LLazp:Jﬂ’mﬁﬁwa iPET
positive $1uu 25 318 {lhenduilinanansae fPET by
negative $1uau 15 38 viseAnTufenay 60 vostheiina
iPET 1T positive shavain

MneATeiinuiinnge iPET asnsavhunenali negative
predict value Sowag 82.5 positive predict value 5988y 36

specificity Souaz 76.5 wag sensitivity Sovag 45

A1519% 8 Useanswaveensly PET-CT Tusaudld end of treatment

50U71 6 (PET6)

NsANEN 215815 sUuuy Uszmefidnen | Uszwansitanen | anmsnnsitaule NaN13ANEN
N13ANYA @)

Pregno Way | BLOOD retrospective | 8514 AU78 DLBCL mimawé’ﬁuqﬂ NaN139 513 fPET dAnnuduiusiunisyinune 2 years

ARl 2011 TIUIU 88 118 N33 progression free survival (2 years PFS) Iuﬁﬂ’m‘ﬁ'ﬁwa fPET
negative ¥o8az 83 uazithedifina fPET positive Yovaz 64 (p-
value < 0.001)

Micallef BLOOD prospective ANIFOLISM AUae DLBCL N15M599 PET-CT NANT371929 PET6 AAuduiusiunisviiune event free

RN 71U 69 518 scan Mé’ﬂ??‘u?jﬂmi survival #39 EFS (p-value = 0.02) uag overall survival #3©

20117 Snwsheiaiithgn | OS (pvalue = 0.002) Tnegflhed PET6 finardu negative axil
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= g aeg P =
N1IANWYI 9619 E‘ULL‘U‘U Udsemanene | Useunnsnanen ?.I']C‘liﬂ']i‘l/lﬁul% NANIIANE

= o
A3ANEN (R1U21)

EFS uag OS Jeway 78 uariaway 90 auaau fUenil PET6

positive axdl EFS wag OS $98ay 50 uaziovay 50

UBNAINNIIATID PET-CT scan axiivszandualumsszyseosisn Anmunisine uasdssdufihodefuganisinmuds n1saea PET-CT scan &l
UsyAvdualuntsneinsailsa (prognosisi? Idud svezanIssendndiusannsquaivaseise (progression free survival; PFS) uagn1ssandnsianun
(overall survival; 0S) Tnegtre7iiinans19 interim PET-CT scan (PET CT scan) uuinudsainldiuengns R-CHOP 1uau 2 souaedl 2 years PSF $ouay
41.4-77.9 uag 2 years OS So8ay 72.0-94.7 1ummzﬁt§ﬂaaﬁﬁmamnLﬂuamzﬁ 2 years PSF Sa8@y 75.9-90.0 wag 2 years OS Soay 72.0-94.727-%°
dmUn139599 PET-CT scan wiofugan1sing (FPET-CT scan) wuin fthefisusigns R-CHOP auasuusunsdnu fuhefifnansiaduuinasd 2 years
PSF Sowaz 19.1-24.0 Tunaeiinefifnansiaduauasdl 2 years PSF $ovay 71.5-83.0%5!

uan Nt Teilésueigns R-CHOP wagn3ns1a PET-CT scan ¥4 IPET-CT scan uag fPET-CT scan nuin ftheitlinouausssionsdnu namie
Inan15m539 IPET-CT scan way fPET-CT scan WJuuin agdl 2 years PFS Saay 35 uag 2 years OS Saeay 60 t{{ﬂamwﬁmauauamami%’ﬂm% Aosned
INan15m599 IPET-CT scan 1Juuinus fPET-CT scan vJuau 2wil 2 years PFS Sauay 86 wax 2 years OS $8ay 92 Iuﬁumzﬁéﬂaaiwaﬁﬁmimauaua«,*ia

M35nw 57 fie AUeNiinan15meIa IPET-CT scan uag fPET-CT scan Wuau 9dl 2 years PFS $oeag 97 uag 2 years OS Soway 9777

2.3.6. MIANYIAMUANAMATYAIERTVDINTSTY PET-CT scan dnsulsauzissuiinnig o Tuussmalnauassnsssme
MNMIIUTIITIUN ST lusEAlnsuazsssEna wunsAnmanuduAaasygmansveansld PET-CT scan iSsuidiauiunisld CT scan
TunsUssdiusresvosmeiesiiang 4 TnsusasnsAnuaglduuudiaes decision tree lumsussifiuarudua Measndondnisnsd 9 uenainiinisfinu
94 Joshi wazAmy 20167 lAvinsmumiuassunssueg1adussuu (systematic review) il 839U5I1M15ANWIANLANAIYBINFIY PET-CT scan Tu
TseuzSwiouiindesuiin DLBCL Aifinsinowfeuiguiou wa. 2559 FswunisAnuAnuiiAsadestuduyuuassadng fwnssd 10 Tnoduniadu

AU ULAYNAENEVDIN1IATINRAAINAIE PET-CT scan nasndtiemeniaiduasauwsn (first-remission) Han1sAnwimudnduynunisnsia PET-CT scan g9

24



NIIN5ATIARARINME CT scan wagn1shinmudUliemedslidnisaienin waglinadnsiiuauliuinin egrslsiauudinaziimefinwnnudueivenis

14 PET-CT scan TugiheueiSwionunmiesila DLBCL uwindsliinisAnwanudueluuiundszmelney

M15099 9 NSANIANUAUAINILATEEAMERIUEINTTTY PET-CT scan TuwziSsuilasing 9

nsAnen Sloka uasamy 2004 Hollenbeak uasamz | Kosuda wazany 2000” WUTUIAR WAZANLY
2001* 2019
‘?jla’l’ﬁﬂ’]i Med Sci Monit CANCER CHEST FIUITY
Vs 2005 2001 2000 2019
Usgmaivihnsdne WALIAN ANINYRIUNINT i Tne
EULLUUﬂﬁﬁﬂM cost effectiveness analysis | cost utility analysis lag cost effectiveness cost utility analysis
Ingldwuudnans decision T9uuudnaes decision analysis Inglguudnass Inglduuudnans
tree tree decision tree decidion tree lag
LUUI1889 Markov
UUUBINTANW T5anenu1a Tsanenuia Tsanenuia daAn
U31n3 Frheengannnin 65 U 4 fooelsruziiefiswsuay | fUiefadoifuusiieen | fihelsauziSelonnin | fUrelsauziSedildlng | fUaelsa Hodgkin
asdrnagiinsnauundu A (head and neck ylaadliian (non- wadliian waraldnsadisinig lymphoma
mﬁ&ﬁﬂzﬂmﬁsgﬂ squamous cell small cell lung cancer) naUAUTDIlsA
carcinoma: HNSCC) #ilaidi ﬁaaﬂuswz 3B w3pAIN
uziSeonimdost
Lwﬂiuiaﬁﬁauh PET-CT scan PET-CT scan PET-CT scan USteuan PET-CT scan
weluladfiUSeudiou | CT scan CT scan CT scan Usaden CT scan
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nsAnen Sloka uagamy 2004 Hollenbeak uasamz | Kosuda wazany 2000” WUTUIAR WAZANLY
2001* 2019
JLELIAINTANY Bufusfaegnided - - naenTIngUe
unselafunsinm (lifetime horizon)
anTheuaendudue
Naﬁwﬁmd?jmmw life expectancy ﬂqsumas (quality life expectancy ﬂ?jmmw(quality
adjusted life year; adjusted life year;
QALYs) QALYs)
CIZERG RIEAN TG n9l4 PET-CT scan @wnsn | n130579 PET-CT scan §1 | life expectancy v0ans | msUssifiundaduan | ICER 8,198,877 udle | lalflenuduemig
Useandwna (ICER) Usendarinuiusvana A1 ICER 8,718 noaan 7593 PET-CT scan gand | mssnwilusser early- | Yguane lifianu \ATHFANENS

1758 noaal $a51e

ansgeio life saved w39

2,505 AoaaNdnsgse

QALY FeflmnuAum

(cost-effective)

CT scan 0.607 Un3e 7.3
wou lnedisuyusie
9RIEIUUTLANDHAAIU
Wiy 21,800 LoumoUsia
0T lTANUANAIL

1 I3 U aaa
aealsinudUleaeizin
PULMTUIINNITATID

PET-CT scan

favourable ssge early-
unfavourable Lagszyy
late dAuANAN
fgaulaFouiiisuiiy
msUszdiuszerlsasy
wagsEwIensiaall

Yin

AUAMILATESANENT

N15M59908 PET-CT
scan A¥AAIUANA
Tunsdifisesassan
anadwids 34,377 UM
w38 fUalAsun1Ingaa
§18 PET-CT scan
11NN 20 51610
FUastagsilsian
anauYae 31,400 UM
Wlvnadeniild PET-
CT scan Wig99819ihe?

HEPRHGEGRE
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M15199 10 NsAnwIduuLazradnsueIn1sly PET-CT scan lungiSwoutnmdesila DLBCL

ASANEN Suh wazauz 201777 Huntingtun wazang 2015%

Fonsans Korean J Intern Med Journal of clinical oncology

VidRw A.f. 2017 A.f. 2015

Usznaiivhnisine Ussinanmala UsemAansgalsn,

JUMUUNSANE W3 URUYLLAENAANSN YA Cost-utility analysis Iaglgiuudnass Markov
(cost and clinical outcome analysis)

LUUBINTANY lsangnua GRGH]

Use1ns Qﬂwmﬁﬂ@iauﬁwmﬁawﬁm DLBCL fi3nwmennnsausn (first Qﬂwmﬁmaufwmﬁawﬁm DLBCL fi$nwmennnnsausn (first
remission) remission)

weluladiauls NsARANAIE PET-CT scan waangUiedl complete response 1. NsAARLEIY PET-CT scan w6 ngtieil complete response 9

6 woudusyeziiar 2 U
2. M3fanume CT nasangUieil complete response 1 6 Lfiaw

Wuseeznan 20

waluladnSeuiieu

Lifinsfnanueae PET-CT scan waan1ngUaedl complete response

msanaulagliifinisatenin (routine follow up)

JELIAINITANY 3 ndsnEUied complete response naendIngUe
Naﬁwﬁmqqmmw Relapse-free survival (RFS) wag Overall survival (OS) ?Jqsumw(quality adjusted life year; QALYs)
HANTSANY AUYLVBINTSAARNAIY PET-CT scan 5,22,9901 10U Begeninauuil - | AuvuaInnsineuie PET-CT scan Wag CT scan geuiile

Avaelallasunisinmusy PET-CT scan @afifuyu 2,499,689 10U U
uUYeans 2 nguliunne1ariu (p-value 0.755) uagAsiseguves
RFS uaz OS 581319 N15AARIUGIE PET-CT scan fiu CT scan i

wANA9NU (p-value 0.133 Lay 0.542 AUE1AU)

W3guLiieuriu routine follow up 3,310 wag 4,270 Aaas1ansy
audduLarUgunnizannsinaueaeg PET-CT scan waz CT scan A

gendguiu lneiiadu 0.020 wag 0.025 Yaun1izmuaau Fapmdu

S

A1 ICER 164,960 uaz 168,750 Aaaaanignalaunnizmuaiau

3

27



2.3.7. n919IUINIIATIRE PET-CT scan Tuuszwmalne

NMsAnY MsvszlivmnuAuawasaululilavesuinsasranndilulssmelne Tul
WA, 2562 fin15d1399n15 0 89U3N159M 599998 PET-CT scan lnegnouluudsia [uunmdddmsia
PET-CT scan loiun daaunmg unmdangsnssulsadon unvdongsnssulsauziss Ssdunnd wasunng
Sadsnwuaruzisainer nansdisanuin ffhefiaaslaiunismsadie PET-CT scan usilaildds
n3anfenas 37 lnedidnduvesiielseunifeaminndosgeiian Andufesay 42 lnsunmdimey
wuudsaaliivamatisanmailaledansaage PET-CT scan ldun sia1aidadofias msdansaad
AnueNdIUN Lilesandesdiluniafilsmenuiadu finmsmsaduiiusansamenalsiiisuviug
JUransaindeld uarAanissensaafiuin® egrelsiany 91nn1snunILIsIAINTIILS 09
UseAnSuaved PET-CT scan lun1snsiauseiduszozvadlsa (staging) wudn TugUaeg NHL n1sld
PET-CT scan VT’]IﬁWU’i’]@ﬂ’mﬁi%ﬂﬂimﬁlumﬂﬂﬁﬁu (upstaging) Yeeay 31 warilsvezlsafianas
(downstaging) avaz 1 FeiasionisiUAsuutasununisinw uenaind nsldsumsnmaneunis
$nwidae PET-CT Saflasiaszoziiansondnlagsiu (overall survival) §9919d9Ma91NN1575I98

PET-CT fhelunisuseiiusseslsankuugnunnyu®

2.4. NT9ULUIAANTTIVY (Conceptual framework)

sAfedlashiuusussandnaveseiosdio fuvsaruninasduvesnisudsuanuy s
Funu LagduusaessnUsslonyd Talunvudiassmaasugmans il essunudunuuasnadng
paendingtan TniuTesgidunuessnUsleviilasysrnanisHansEnud U sEanamnng
M333 PET-CT scan gnussyidugndniuselovilussuundnusziuaunmuiannfdmiun1sngis
Uszifiusrozuagnanouauassenisinuesitaslsausifwiouiindessiin DLBCL savisdnwy
anudululdvesnisliuinislasdrsianisnszarediveains ee PET-CT scan Lazyaainsiiil

AnuansalunisidiaIes PET-CT scan luusewalng dsgun 4
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a d a
UszinSuaveaniaade — . .
funuassauszlevd

Cost-utility analysis

fl o
arwasnduresnsUasusgnus —

>
fiunu

o <
. v'l'uv]unﬂwwn'ﬁuwwd > WUURRBINNLATHEAERS

v rd @ ¢ s o ase
¢ nm;unﬂﬁ'l.mnu':nummmw HansznumuIUlzIN
Budget impact analysis

Aessnusslovl -

daiauauuzBauloue

v o
ANINTTALAIVDIAIBIBUAZYARINT .
1 Amadululd

Feasibility analysis

drranmaditieuinisTuilagiu

5UN 4 NFRULWIARYRINSANY)

2.5. sziiguisideuasnsniiueu

2.5.1.5UuUUn1533
nuAteilfunsussidiumududmaasygmanfveinisnnavssdiussssuagnismouaue o

nsnuveriinelsnusssoutundosiin DLBCL feiaios PET-CT scan lnglfuuudtanimis

\WisYgANanshaznITIATIERR U uasTaUsElew (cost-utility analysis) muaiayseiliunalulad

sugunmdmiuussmalneatuil 3%

MNMINUNNTTUNTTINAEUTEYNLT avguaziTdlsdiudnidetuil 10 fuau wa.
2566 wuimsldiaies PET-CT scan Tulsauziisiasniundossiin DLBCL Wuslovilumsusaidu
uansinafussviniaelussosd 1-2 wavsvoed 3-0 lagluszesd 1-2 agliusslomivisluntsimun
528y (staging) N15UTLLUTZOLNAINITTNY (restaging) LAENITADUAUDINONITINYT (end-of-
treatment response) drluszosd 34 wliuselenilunsimunszes (staging) WATNITNBDUAUDY
sion5¥ne (end-of-treatment response) Mtiu anzdITodarnunaniuzqunmluwuudiaes
Hoedu 2 antug Toun 1) fuasluszeylianaty Fsassiudadiasluszey complete remission,

partial remission Wag stable disease way 2) @ﬂaaiuizazqﬂaﬁu (progression disease)

2.5.2. Ussvnsiifissmsinen
Usgrnslusided do fUhelsausSeiouiundesina DLBCL luusemelve enduiaegng
dmfuifvteyadunuuazaiessnuseleviii evunldlunvudassmaasugmaniazuiain
Tssneunatiavun 3 wis Inefinasinisdnduazdnean deil
iNQI9NITAAT
1) éﬂwiimwﬁwiauﬁﬂmﬁawﬁm DLBCL
2) fheiifiongsaud 18 Yduly

inaueinlsAneen §UeNiteviiuly PET-CT scan® laun
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1) fheknsss

2) fUreiininiAusuliannsadiades PET-CT scan I iilosandosld FDG lu
YUIAF TITIIAAAUNINTDINTNENBIAENTTUANAAS

3) fhewmmuiidesmugussduiimaludealsimnit 200 fadniureindans Lite
Josiunisuneueasening glucose wag FDG lun1saaduiingiad

IS [

o & Ya o v o A a Xt [
MU ﬂm%ﬂ?ﬁ]ﬂ%%mﬂﬂiﬁ]@ﬂi%ﬁﬂwL“UEJ’J“U’IEUL‘WEJW"\]’]iiM'W”I’JWZJLﬁlﬂzﬁlﬂix‘i‘wEJ’]U’]aVIGLGﬁUﬂ’]‘JLﬂU

o

e

Toyaneoly

A713AIUIYYI98 084

wundegniiisanesenisiivdeyaniessausslevivesdUaslundazaniusauain Auim

TngldansnisAiuanafonsllinsuaiusyeng Awan

2 2
_Z1-q/20
n = 2
g n = sample size le—a'/z = level of statistical significance
o = standard deviation d = margin of error

AvualieuInsgIu le—a/2: 1.96 wazArANLAAALARoUTiBaNsUld (d) Wiy 10% w84
Aadsvesriesavselevivosiisluusdazanturgquaim ieannlinunis@nuisigaua
os3aUszlovilluvelsn DLBCL Sel¥aessauselovilugUas Hodgkin lymphoma 7 l#a1n
nsdnwludssinelne® lunisAiwinuuindleg s s1eazidenatassodselosiduazdnuiungy

fog1anaule tanslumisean 11

M19197 11 Aessauseleviuazduiunguiiegsdiunauan uggunmluwuuIaes

#0UEVNIN Auade  Andeauy  wuiaiiede  dayalyl YU
INTFIY NMS AsUdIY  fnedns

Auanl (518)  15% (518) 59U (519)

Atreluszeylignany 0.956 0.061 2 1 3
uaelusrezqnay 0.883 0.182 17 3 20
374 23

2
LYY £ <

sty AeanuteyadUielsa DLBCL isvanegaioy 23 518

2.5.3. walulagndaenisussliusasileuiisu
walulagfdeinisuszidiu As n1sniaUssliuszesiazn1sneavauewean1sinwIvesielsa

DLBCL m#LA38d PET-CT scan wUS8uigununisnsiausesdiunieasad CT scan
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2.5.4. WAGWSNIEGUAN

a

Yaunne (quality adjusted life years; QALYs) Fadunisinnadns

q

a o dyQJ L
QWUU%UTA’J@N@&W&HE‘ULLUU

1 1 6

nelunuaunm Ae {Ueddinedegvauysailagldaressauselevd (utility) uagsulsunn fe

Y Y

v N & v o Ny Ada = o R Y
AUreiTInngue1 ¥ lnglddunlngteddiney deiunuilaunelannaunis

U

Yaunnag (QALYs) = Arassauselewn x Iuinlngteiidined

2.5.5. 3Jue9 (Perspective)
nMsingidunuessausloviazAnwidunulusuiesvesdan (societal perspective) 3

AsavAguiunuiAnduiud Taulddudetmunludsay Tdun §uae lduing uazddiedu

AMTUMTIATIEINaNsENUMWIVU sl diuN09veIEI1IluY (payer perspective) ieUszana

N59UUTNAUTIAATUMNNIINTIANIELATEY PET-CT scan gnussglugndnsuselov

2.5.6. n¥9UTELLIAN (Time horizon)
N153ATIENAUYUDTI0UTELEVUVINITATINVLANYIAUN ULATRATNENIIFUNINAR AT IAYD

AU (life-time horizon) LagNTILATIEINANTENUAUIUUTEUIULUTLUIUNITAIBNTOUTZELLIAN

5 ¥ mnnsnradsudiussezuagnisnevauesianisinuveslsaugs sieutindesuila DLBCL

an1sly PET-CT scan gnussyudidudnsuselevidlunanuseiuauninuviwd

2.5.7. ans1U5uan (Discount rate)

\WennseuszeziaveIn e uessaustleviinnndt 1 U FadimsuSuaanaduyu

q

vV

waznadnsiinaduluewianlaglddnsusvansegar 3 sel muaileussiliuvaluladuavuleuiy
AUAUNIN F1MTUNITIATIEIRANTENUAUIUUSEIN Al ns 1S UanToas 0 Walwdinau

anUseiugun LI IRainsanseRauUszanaaminlalie e

2.5.8. WUUTIABINNLATHAANS

Anlgy IT8azAndunsimuituuItassiulinisdndula (decision tree model) 333y
LUUINA9115ABN (Markov model) Tagn15NUNILISIUNTSUNALN 8398999 UkaAN9USENa N9l
Va o = % v Ql‘ d‘ a o L% Q“
ALK 1382NTTAUTEYUR T8I QY TN TUIAUMLZAN VR UUT a0 wAE A u U L Ty

Y

AsAnwweld

2.5.9. AawUsnidlunuuanass

Fruwlsniglunuuinandusenausie Useansuaveanalulad anuuiazdulunisivdsuaniug

[
[ (%

NGUNIN AUNY wazeA1essaUselevd el Auusildlukuudiassazgnidauelunisussyy

ALY ORI TUNANUMINZANDNASS
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Uszdnsuavaunalulad

UseAnSuavadnslaiasad PET-CT scan hun15UseuiiuseoslsAbasn1snavaussaniIssnel 1o

INNITNUNIUITIUNTTUNLNLIVDINI I UAL AU LA

a9 0ulun 15 UAEUaN 14N NG UNIN

anutrazdulunisdsuaniuzaunin Idainniamumussunssuiif et osisluuas
nslszmA waz/vienisiiuteyaugugiannnyssideu (medical record) vaslsaneuia
Uy
mAfeidldumomedeny fafudunuiithuldluusassmaassgeansissenoude
®  FuUNUNWATIUNITWINE (direct medical cost) UsEnauadey sfuuAInsIa PET-CT scan
AUNUATUINIT FUNUAIE ALY AUNUAIR185IE AUYUNTINYINIBUNINgaUIN
guafivitn Wudu ldanddnwaungulsasaulng (@) saudunisiivdeyaainiy

seilyy Lay/v3egudeyanuyuYedlang1ua

o FunumansedilaitArdunisunnd (direct non-medical cost) Usznauiie AAung
s erdtsin Wudu Tiannsmsdunwalitheviderduartog uay/viomensdunu
UINIFY

aldetanuniildandeyannarsadou wae/miegudeyadunuvadsmeuia azgn
Usulmdudunueeadnsdiuaildatesesiuyu (ratio of cost-to-charges; RCC) 1.63% uazAuyu

nanunazgnuIulmdusuulud we. 2567 Wngldiviisaguilan (consumer price index; CPI)*

A19550Us oYy

AessaUsglevivesiisluaniuzguaineie q lnainnisdunivaliUlisnuaniugguaing

AUaeduey o vzt Tnglduuuinamnin@in EuroQol-EQ-5D-51 atunwlng®

2.5.10. anustululdlum s
dumsAnwanudululdlunsdidunuiadstmanasamunmlunsdifnmsaduayuld
M5 0n918M5ATINBIATEa PET-CT scan Wnlugndnsuszlond Tasvihnaiudeyanimsesnisly
N15AT9A8LAT09 PET-CT scan N19n5¥210/9831A304 PET-CT scan $1aulsavgitamnsn
81UNAN1IAT27 PET-CT scan ¢ dndauvosdiaelsausSesdoutundesuiia DLBCL #laldsunns
PTIBLATRY PET-CT scan wagingna Tnsuvadunguuwndlulsmerunaiifinisliuinsasase

WA389 PET-CT scan uaznguuwnmdlulsimeuianlifinisliusnisdanan
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2.6. MsATEidaya
nsUszlivANuANAmMIsAsYgmanslunuidel Tdwuuiasmiaasegmans dausenaume
wuudnaesrulinisandula (decision tree model) waziuudnassusaamn (Markov model) tngld

TUsN53 Microsoft Excel Tun1siiasiedt dausenaunie

2.6.1. MIWATIRAUNUUTEANSNAFIUNY (incremental cost-effectiveness ratio; ICER)
WG ULTIHUAUN ULATRATNENGUNINYBINITNTIIAILLATES PET-CT scan AUN1SATIARIE
CT scan watAwIUMensdAunUUsEavENadIuiY (ICER) ausziduauauatluusun

vowszmelng Weldnaeiannuduai 160,000 unselguane Awinlagldgns

Cost of PET-CT-Cost of CT

ICER =
QALY of PET-CT-QALY of CT

2.6.2. NM5AAT1ZIAULT (sensitivity analysis)

n153As1zviA 1l wuUnIUad s (deterministic sensitivity analysis) {Jun1sm1vue
waiimsesnsiasundasmestansinw Wefmuseuiundsvessnuusidalvogluried
Hulule 1w Avinan Angean wagaisanuiBesiy (95% confidence interval) Wudu Tngluauide
i AnuziI3patldnsinsgiauliluumaiiel (one-way sensitivity analysis) Fudunsiansan
mMaasunlaswesnadnsildanmsiinsesidunulseansua (CER) ilefvuaruiiuusiiagen
w3 vauzdisuysdulianad

n153A51z9iA 1l wuveIdeA1uL 19Ty (probabilistic sensitivity analysis) 1 Junsl4

wAlla Monte Carlo simulation guAwiAdkUsanuafldlusuudtaesluniauduvats 9 @

w5 MUFNYUESITUTIANITHINKITOYE Indnasadnsilaainnsinsieiaunulssaning

(ICER) 91u7upg191ay 1,000 ASY

2.6.3. MSAATITIRANTENUAUIUUSZUY (budget impact analysis)
UsanaunTn1sEuN1sRuvvessgutadmsu 5 Tmdmniinsatvayulidnisdninevaie

1159533 PET-CT scan wisinannsdnesawemlulussuunanuseiuavnin

2.7. VBUWUAYBINISIYY
NI UTAMT N oUTEIUANUANALAZHANTENUIUUTENIUTDINTNTIAUTEITUT BT LAY
N1IMDUAUDINDNTINEIVRIlIANZLS I MARIuiln DLBCL @18 PET-CT scan wSsumiisuiunis

n539UsEIuMY CT scan
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2.8. 52YLLIAINTANUUIIUY

S28zAMLTIUNUY 9 WU SI8AZLDYAMNUBNUNITARLIUIWIITD 2.9

2.9. wHUNIIANLUIU (Action plan)

Aanssu/dumeunis y TR
A wWhnane/faain
AUy 5
NUNMIWITIUNTIU | HANTNUNIU
IIIUNTIU Uae
INUUUIIABIN
\ATSANENS
fuienansve H1UN15HRITN
P[5I | veIRnENIIUNIT
Uywe 3YTITUNNTIY
Ty
Fouspyuiideangy | wuvnanside
uwaggildulednnde | uaznsey
iWiefiansanlasesns | msdnw
N33
fususndeya fuslu /
RNIERRRN
Aasgiveya HANSANW /
InUszuiiTeang | dolausuuziile
wagildulidnuds | USuusma
ilefiarsama N3ANE
nsfnwdosdu
USuuganansane
AuAUEIRN
Aoy
CVMFRISSRIIT FenIdeaty
nsAnudesiu N
ATIVADUANN AsLiLle
NI USuuse
NAN1539
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